Both spending and income were collected and summed on a worksheet on the form. Expenditures and income had to balance within 5.5 percent for city and nonfarm households and 9.5 percent for farm families to be considered acceptable. 4 A supplemental schedule was used to learn about the food that was bought and consumed the week prior to the interview. In addition to being asked about mortgage principal and other housing costs, families who owned their own home were asked to estimate monthly rental value. This estimated rent was treated as nonmonetary income and used in the balancing equation. 5 Although a dual survey approach consisting of an interview and a diary has been used since 1972, during World
War II a diary collection instrument, described as an "account-book method of collection," was purposely not used because of the prohibitive cost of frequent visits by the survey collectors and the editorial time required to summarize entries. Also, there was concern about sample bias, as ". . . the type of family willing to keep accounts is likely to be one with superior managerial ability and unusual time and patience. Such families do not form a cross section of consumers, and a sample composed exclusively of them would be seriously biased."
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Sample weighting was used, and high-income families who participated were reweighted to deal with underrepresentation of both those with income between $5,000 and $10,000 (about $80,000 to $170,000 today) and those with an income over $10,000.
Bulletin 822 also compared the accuracy of the consumer expenditure survey data with other federal data sources. Income and age data were compared with data from the 1940 census. Income data were compared with the Department of Commerce Income Payment Series. The CE data results showed "an overall discrepancy of about 10 billion dollars, or about 11 percent. The greatest absolute difference occurs in the very large figure for wages and salaries, though percentage-wise, the greatest differences are in dividends and interest and in nonagricultural entrepreneurial income." 7 Aggregate Social Security income figures were compared with Social Security Administration disbursements, interest and dividends were compared with
Internal Revenue data, and savings data were compared with Security and Exchange Commission data.
Results
The "Family spending and saving in wartime" report presented the data separately for the two time periods:
annual spending for 1941 and spending for the first quarter of 1942. The published results were not merged. 
Additional information about the 1941-42 survey
The survey collected spending information for a large number of item categories that reveal the typical purchases during that decade. In addition to asking if the households owned a car, BLS collected the number of car tire inner tubes bought in the reference period and the number of bicycles owned by the family.
The itemized list of expenditure categories also included purchases of pianos, radios, radio-phonographs, and "electric, other mechanical, and ice" refrigerators. Four types of washing machines were included-"electric, Kerosene, gasoline, hand"-as were "washtub, board, wringer, boiler." Spending on "ironing machines" was collected, as well as costs for various kinds of irons: "electric, Kerosene, gasoline, flat iron." Clothing categories included hats "felt, straw [which combined both 'street' and 'work' straw hats], fabric," cotton and wool bathing suits, bloomers, union suits, and hosiery divided into "rayon, nylon, cotton including lisle, [and] 
Urban spending in 1944
The other forgotten expenditure survey done during World War II was conducted in 1944 and was limited to city hand, expenses for medical care took a larger portion of the total, particularly among low-income families, probably because of higher medical costs and greater need for care as a result of longer hours of work."
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Wartime trends from 1941 to 1944
Compared with incomes in 1941, 1944 urban incomes continued to rise as more workers were needed.
According to the January 1946 MLR article, the average number of earners had climbed. State-level child labor laws were relaxed, permitting workers under 17 to work in factories. In 1944 food and gasoline ration coupons were in full use, and new major appliances and vehicles were unavailable because U. 
Changes in urban consumer spending, 1930s to 2013
The wartime survey results can now be used to look at how U.S. urban spending has changed from the 1930s to the present decade. The nominal dollars spent over the years is interesting from a historical perspective, but relative shares information is useful in seeing how households have divided their budget over the years.
Trends before, during, and after World War II
The major trend over the past 80 years has been a reduction in the share of spending on food and clothing. At the same time, the share for total housing started out at 33 percent in 1935-36, just below the share for food.
The share stayed below that of food throughout the war and into the 1950s before becoming the largest consumption cost. In 2013 total housing was 40 percent of consumption spending. Housing exceeds relative combined spending on food at home and food away from home in the later years, and transportation costs also now exceed the share of the U.S. household budget going for food.
Final observations
The question remains: Why have the World War II expenditure surveys been forgotten? Two explanations suggest themselves.
The first possibility is that the small sample size of the 1941-42 and 1944 studies made them less accurate and less important. Compared with the earlier survey in the 1930s and the next survey in the 1950s, this was a smaller effort. However, the issue of small sample size and accuracy was anticipated in the original MLR article.
The authors of the article preemptively noted:
The size of the sample is smaller than in any previous survey on which national estimates have been based.
The smallness of the sample yields positive advantages in speed of completion, cost, quality of personnel, avoidance of bias, and simplicity of tabulation. Reliability for the purpose of national estimates of a sample of this size, when selected subject to the careful controls described, is confirmed by theoretical tests and also by comparison of the results yielded by the actual sample drawn with Census data and other data from independent sources. The internal consistency of the sample data themselves is another indication of the adequacy of the sample size for the purpose of national estimates. The general patterns of spending are entirely consistent with the results obtained in 1935-36 from a much more extensive but less inclusive sample. The points at which divergencies are noted, as in expenditures for automobiles, other durable goods, and clothing, and in savings, are the very points at which known changes in general conditions account for current behavior.
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The second explanation may be that expenditure results during World War II were not used to adjust the Consumer Price Index weights, so their results were not used after their original publication. The results were so different from peacetime spending that perhaps they should not be compared with the other surveys. Rationing • 1941 data for the following are from "Family spending and saving in wartime," bulletin no. 822 (U.S.
Bureau of Labor Statistics, 1945).
• Data for the subset of kitchen, cleaning and, laundry equipment are from table 9, "Household furnishings and equipment," page 79, separate column for type of community = urban.
• Data for furnishings equipment are from table 9, page 79.
• Data for vehicle purchases are from 
